Abstract: Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP), employing both economic and political motives, constitutes an important component of the "return to Asia-Pacific" strategy of the United States. Containing China's rise remains one of TPP's undeniable objectives. The 2011 summit of the Asia-Pacific Economic Cooperation (APEC) members symbolized a stage of substantive talks TPP has entered. The stances of japan and other East Asian nations will decide the TPP's development prospects to a large extent. The free Trade Area of Asia-Pacific (fTAAP) advocated by the US is basically a symbol without any practical significance during the current stage. once TPP becomes a reality, APEC will possibly become the first organization to be sidelined in this region. for China, its exclusion from TPP not only means that it will be under the impact of "excludability effects" but it also means that the process of regional economic integration it has made unremitting efforts to advance in East Asia is likely to be reversed, a trend that will pose a major challenge to China in the process of its rise.
The Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) has already attracted extensive attention although formal negotiations regarding it are still underway. The reason for this attention is that its formation and future actions will influence the configuration of economic cooperation in a region that possesses the most energetic economy in the world. More importantly, behind TPP is a game playing among larger countries, especially a possible re-organization of trilateral ties between the United States, japan, and China. There is a very slim possibility for China's entry into TPP, but the formation of the US-spearheaded partnership will constitute a major challenge to the country's peaceful rise. The return to Asia-Pacific strategy remains the core part of global strategic adjustments the United States pushed over the past years. The strategy is based on two concepts with one is security diplomacy and the other economic cooperation. In 2011, the United States marked to push its return to Asia-Pacific into a substantive stage. In the domain of security diplomacy, the United States attended the first East Asian Summit with Russia. At the same time, it strengthened bilateral relationships with countries that enjoy military alliances with Washington. In the field of economic cooperation, the United States, taking advantage of the APEC summit it sponsored in november 2011, formally presented to relevant countries the framework agreement of TPP.
As the advocate of TPP, the United States has conferred two basic objectives on the agreement from the very beginning.1 The first one, according to the United States, is an open regionalism. It means that TPP is open to all 21 APEC members. In other words, all APEC members can freely join TPP if they are qualified for its membership thresholds. Its final goal is to set up a free trade area in the Asia-Pacific region that covers all APEC members. The second objective is to sign a free trade area agreement aimed at promoting high-quality trade in the 21st century. The term "high quality" means reducing tariffs and realizing trade and investment liberalization, the making of unified rules on intellectual property rights (IPR) protection, environmental protection, and unified competition policies labor standards. As a matter of fact, the United States transplanted north American free Trade Agreement (nAfTA) rules to the planned TPP.2 A review of the two objectives of TPP will find that the "high-quality free trade agreement" will set an insurmountable entry threshold for many countries, and the "open regionalism" advocated by Washington is thus be used only as a guise.
What are the motives for the United States to advocate the establishment of TPP? Answers to this question are related to what conclusions can be drawn on TPP's nature, its development prospects, and more
